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loj-. in the £ or over.1 In Abingdon Municipal Borough the total rate
levied was ior. 6^., and in Woodstock icxr. 44?. In the city of Oxford
the rate was only -js. 4^., and therefore substantially below that in
even the lowest rated of the 'rural' parishes. It is not certain, how-
ever, that the rate-burden was really so much less in the city, for
there is a strong suggestion that the standard of valuation was higher
there than in the counties, especially for properties in the lower
ranges.
But when government grants, the trading services, and devices
for rate-equalization have done their best—or worst—it still remains
true that the total amount of rateable property must be the main
basis of local finance. The rateable value of the city of Oxford has
been rising rapidly since the check imposed by the de-rating act,
though hardly faster than its population. Iii some of the rural
districts the increase has been still greater; in the Abingdon Rural
District, for instance, it was as much as 5 z per cent, between March
1930 and December 1936. An investigation of the composition and
distribution of rateable value in the Survey Area brings out three
striking features. First comes the high level of rateable value per
head in Oxford itself, £9 5^.; in this the city is surpassed by only a
mere handful of British county boroughs,2 Second come the big
contrasts between the different county districts—the very low figures
of £3 5-r. for Witney Rural District and of £$ 6s. for Woodstock
Municipal Borough, against the high level of £6 ijs. in the Abingdon
Rural District. The differences in the rural districts are clearly due
mostly to the differing extent and character of recent suburban
development, whereas Woodstock and, to a lesser degree, Abingdon
each have a core of old houses which are conventionally, and prob-
ably actually, of low annual value. Third, if we turn our attention to
1 These were: Marston us. 5^., Garsington nj-., Wheadey ioj. 9^., Littlemore
iqs. Sd.s Holton ior. 4//., Kidlington ioj., and Eynsham (lighting area) ic/. All of
these, except Holton, had been partially suburbanized. In some of them, and also in
some other parishes with lower rates which were supplied by the city undertaking, there
was also a specific water rate of is. $d. in the £ on properties connected to the maim.
Here again, however, the situation is rapidly changing. The unavoidable problem
of the provision of urban sendees in administratively rural areas was only beginning
to be tackled in 1935-6, and it has become much more pressing since then. To take an
example at random: in the autumn of 1937, the Ploughley Rural District Council was
considering a sewerage scheme for the parish of Kidlington, of which the capital cost
was to be ^3 8,000, involving a possible annual rate-charge of 5/. 3^. in the £. It should
be noticed that these special charges on area works are much above those in the city.
Not only is the special rate for dwelling-houses is. $d. against icj., but in the rural
sreas the local authority is also compelled to bear the interest charges oa the cost of
trifling.
* The 'official' figure for Oxford's rateable value per head in 1934-5 ^^ £9 *"•
was exceeded .by six county boroughs, all of them coastal holiday resorts.

